insure supported roof "in a few places," and while ha alleged
that some of his complaints about adverse roof conditions
were ignored, the only specific information he had to offer
was that discussed earlier.

The miners called by the respondent consistently testi-
fied that adverse roof conditions called to the attention of
mine management were always addressed and corrective action
was taken to support the roof.  Respondent produced copies of
reported roof falls which occurred in the mine on April 4,
10, 19, and May 7, 1985, and none of them involved any injury
or damage to equipment {Exhibits C-2(a), (b), (c), (d)>.
These falls were reported to MSHA, and they were investigated
(exhibits C-2(e), (f), (g)).  However, there is no evidence
that any citations or violations were ever issued, and this
fact was corroborated by Mr. Robert Massey, the responsible
company official who maintains the mine records.

The only instance of record of any failure by management
to promptly address any adverse roof condition was supplied by
electrician Roger Groves, who testified for Mr. Cox.
Mr. Groves testified that in the 5 years he has worked in the
mine, he had one occasion to complain about bad top where the
roof had dropped in a roadway and was taking weight.  After
he called the condition to Mr. Jackson's attention, Mr. Groves
stated that mining continued for about a week before correc-
tive action was taken.  However, Mr. Groves could supply no
further details about this incident, and he confirmed that the
roof was otherwise always bolted in accordance with the
roof-control plan, and that foreman Blankenship frequently
discussed the plan with the miners.  Mr. Groves also confirmed
that he saw no evidence that management ever did anything to
endanger miners under unsupported roof.

The record establishes that at no time during his employ-
ment at the mine did Mr. Cox formally complain to any mine
inspector about any purported unsafe conditions in'the mine.
Although he claimed he never had an opportunity to do so
because someone from mine management was always present,
Mr. Cox never availed himself of the opportunity to use the
MSHA "hotline," even though he was aware that he could do so.
Further, although he spoke with two MSHA inspectors prior to
his discharge about his safety concerns and the manner in
which Mr. Jackson was running the mine, at no time did Mr. Cox
follow their suggestions that he file a safety complaint with
the apppropriate MSHA office.

Most of the miners who testified in this case confirmed
that they often discussed mine conditions among themselves,
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imself freely engaged in some of these practices
